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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.

Franklin Drake, SM TH, DEBNAM NARRON, WCHE, STORY & MYERS,
L.L.P., Raleigh, North Carolina;, Kiah T. Ford, |V, PARKER, POCE
ADAMS & BERNSTEIN, L.L.P., Charlotte, North Carolina, for
Appel | ant s. Wlliam J. Burns, BURNS & ARNEKE, L.L.P., Wnston-
Salem North Carolina, for Appellee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Chrysler Financial and Sonic Chrysler-Plynmouth-Jeep, LLC,
doing business as Lake Norman Chrysler Pl ynmouth  Jeep,
(“Appel l ants”) appeal fromthe district court’s order affirm ng the
bankruptcy court’s order denying their notion for relief fromthe
automatic stay in bankruptcy after finding that Appellants had not
perfected their lieninthe Debtor’s vehicle within twenty days and
therefore the lien was avoidable under 11 U S. C. 8 547(c)(3)(B)
(2000) . This court reviews the judgnent of a district court
sitting in review of a bankruptcy court de novo, applying the sane
standards of review that were applied in the district court. See

Three Sisters Partners, L.L.C. v. Harden (In re Shangra-La, Inc.),

167 F.3d 843, 847 (4th Cir. 1999). CQur review of the record and
the bankruptcy court’s opinion discloses no reversible error.
Accordingly, we grant Appellee’s notion to anmend his brief and

affirmon the reasoni ng of the bankruptcy court. Chrysler Financi al

v. Burns, CA-01-944-1 (M D.N C. Nov. 20, 2002). W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and Ilegal contentions are
adequately presented in the materi als before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED



